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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 November 2005 . 
2a)n This action Is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 18, 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Pikhard (EP490723). 

Pikhard teaches a laminate panel comprising at least two rigid glass panes 1 and 2, 
bonded to each other on their surfaces, with electrically conductive metal coating 5 and 
6, that can be heated by an electric supply power through a connective element 10, 
located in the cutout 12, the electric power must be supplied by a serious circuit or a 
parallel circuit, the coating 5 and 6 are made from the same material and the same layer 
configuration (See Fig.). 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

5. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pikhard 
in viewof Woodard (4,782.216). 

Pikhard discloses substantially the claimed invention including the adhesive layer 4, but 
does not disclose conductive coatings located on both sides of the layer 4. Woodward 
discloses an electrically heated window having conductive layers 20 and 24 located on 
both sides of the layer 20 (Fig.1). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Pikhard's invention to include coating layers on both sides of the 
adhesive layer as taught by Woodward in to assure the heating capabilities of the panel 
in case one of the coating layers deteriorates and does not provide sufficient heating. 

7. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pikhard 
in view of Niekrasz et al (4,691 ,486). 

Pikhard discloses substantially the claimed invention including two rigid paned 1 and 2, 
but does not disclose a third rigid pane. Niekrasz discloses a multiple pane glass 
assembly comprising a conductive coating 30 and three panes 11,12 and 14. It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Pikhard's invention to 
Include a third pane as taught by Niekrasz since it has been held that simple duplication 
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of the essential working parts of tlie device involves only routine skill in the art. ST. 
Regis Paper CO. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 

8. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pikhard 
In view of Mischel, Jr. et al (5,408,069). 

Pikhard discloses substantially the claimed invention including two coatings 5 and 6 
made of the same material-metal, but does not disclose different material. Mischel 
discloses a heating panel comprising a coating 20 having a screen printable conductive 
ink that is an equivalent structure known in the art. Therefore, because these two 
coating, namely metal and conductive ink were are-recognized equivalents at the time 
the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
substitute one of metal coatings invention for a conductive ink. 

9. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pikhard 
in view of Heinko et al (DE1 9860870). 

Pikhard discloses substantially the claimed invention including two coatings 5 and 6 but 
does not show an isolation division of the coating. Heiko discloses a panel element 
comprising a pane (col. 1, lines 1-6) comprising a total surface heating coating (col. 1, 
lines 23-27) by applying electric power with electrodes, wherein an Inner surface zone in 
the coating Is electrically separated by at least one separating line (col. 1 , lines 33-38). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Pikhard's 
Invention to provide an Isolation division of the coating as taught by HeIko In order to 
prevent shorting. 
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10. Claims 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pikhard in view of Trapani (5,624,591 ). 

Pikhard discloses substantially the claimed invention including the heating coatings 5 
and 6, but does not disclose a temperature probe and a switch. Trapani discloses a 
heated glazing panel comprising a control circuit 22 being connected to the heating 
coating 18, temperature sensor 41 and the temperature control means 38 for 
interrupting the flow of electric current to the heating coating 1 8 when a predetermine 
temperature threshold is reached (col. 4, lines 20-60). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Pikhard's invention to provide a 
temperature probe and interrupting means - a switch with the coating as taught by 
Trapani in order to avoid damage of the panel (col. 4, lines 50-54). 

1 1 . Claims 28-30, 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pikhard in view of Nikodem et al (4,786,784). 

Pikhard discloses substantially the claimed invention including the connection area 12, 
but does not disclose a mask obtained by opaque paste serving as an opaque 
decoration. Nikodem discloses an electrically heated window assembly that includes 
two glass panes 12 and 14, an electrically conductive film 24 connected to the 
electrodes- bus bars 20 and 22, and the portions of the bus bar 20 are masked with an 
of an opaque masking material 27 (Fig. 3, Abstract, lines 1-5, col. 5, lines 15-68 and col. 
6, lines 1-18). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Pikhard's 
invention to provide an opaque visual masking as taught by Nikodem for and also used 
as a decoration. 

12. Claims 34-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pikhard in view of DuRocher et al (3,91 8,783). 

Pikhard discloses substantially the claimed invention including the connection area 12, 
but does not disclose removable spring electrical contacts. DuRocher discloses 
removable spring electrical connectors 1 1 for a glass pane 1 (Fig. 4-5 and col. 3, lines 
61-68). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Pikhard's invention to provide removable spring electrical connectors as taught by 
DuRocher in order to replace them when necessary in case of a bad electrical 
conductivity. 

13. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C: 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pikhard 
of Nikodem and further in view of Carter et al (4,918,288). 

Pikhard in view of Nikodem discloses substantially the claimed invention including the 
opaque decoration, but does not disclose an opaque decoration disposed between the 
surface of the pane and the heting coating. Carter discloses a beatable transparency 
comprising a glass pane 22, a heating coating 28 and an opaque decoration betqeen 
them (Fig. 2 and 3, and col. 3, lines 20-50). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Pikhard in view of Nikodem to provide 
an opaque decoration between the surface of the pane and the heating coating as 
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taught by Carter in order to conceal bus bars- electrodes and other elements of the 
heating circuit (col. 3, lines 47-50). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonid M. Fastovsky whose telephone number is 571- 
272-4778. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th. 8.00 am -6.00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robin Evans can be reached on 571-272-4777. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonmatlon about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Leonid M Fastovsky 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3742 
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